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Today's open house meeting is an opportunity to provide input into what gets studied in the environmental documents

for the Kirkland Nickel Project. The I-405 EIS completed last summer produced the most comprehensive analysis of a

transportation system in the state’s history. However, before construction work can begin, project level analysis is required
to confirm all potential environmental impacts were fully assessed within the project limits—I-405 from SR522 to

SR520.

Please provide any comments you may have in the areas provided below and leave this form with a staff person or at
the welcome station where you signed in. You may also mail the form as long as we receive it by March 1, 2004.

1. What aspects of the environment do you think should be studied and why?
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2. Please describe any concerns you may have about potential environmental impacts.

3. What environmental mitigations do you think should be considered for these potential impacts?

4. Do you have any other comments about the proposed project?

13-2 - :
&3 UG/W S wnctis av//?‘ &,
%/’u JM - P o e N
w’o M ﬂm—/ ’ m Depnrhnemof'l’rinspomﬁun

Kirkland Nickel Project -
A
Draft Scoping Report 2-21 pril 2004



COMMENTER 14

\405) Kirkland Design Refinements Environmental Scoping Meeting _

Congestion Relief & Bus Rapid Transit Projects

Comment Form

Please Print: ~ Name (optional) 61/\4, K@\\.f//

Organization

Address 1227 NE— O“H“ %"
City, State, Zip Ave (g d ek 28033
Telephone Number 4725~ %%%’ 28490

Today's open house meeting is an opportunity to provide input into what gets studied in the environmental documents

for the Kirkland Nickel Project. The 1-405 EIS completed last summer produced the most comprehensive analysis of a

transportation system in the state’s history. However, before construction work can begin, project level analysis is required
to confirm all potential environmental impacts were fully assessed within the project limits—1-405 from SR522 to

SR520.

Please provide any comments you may have in the areas provided below and leave this form with a staff person or at
the welcome station where you signed in. You may also mail the form as long as we receive it by March 1, 2004.

1. What aspects of the environment do you think should be studied and why?
Nt - Zofs ko caame Vo dosophom  withim Vo walle,
NewhboMosd b Livds of a_dusamed, buwh dooe twe frepwar
x bwpefive wndh abferul b\/\I N boft .

2. Please describe any concerns you may have about potential environmental impacts. X
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3. What environmental mitigations do you think should be considered for these potential impacts?
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4. Do you have any other comments about the proposed project?
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Today's open house meeting is an opportunity to provide input into what gets studied in the environmental documents

for the Kirkland Nickel Project. The 1-405 EIS completed last summer produced the most comprehensive analysis of a

transportation system in the state's history. However, before construction work can begin, project level analysis is required
to confirm all potential environmental impacts were fully assessed within the project limits—I-405 from SR522 to

SR520.

Please provide any comments you may have in the areas provided below and leave this form with a staff person or at
the welcome station where you signed in. You may also mail the form as long as we receive it by March 1, 2004.

1. What aspects of the environment do you think should be studied and why?

2. Please describe any concerns you may have about potential environmental impacts.
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3. What environmental mitigations do you think should be considered for these potential impacts?
4. Do you have any other comments about the proposed project? .
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Today's open house meeting is an opportumty to provide input into what gets studied in the environmental documents

for the Kirkland Nickel Project. The I-405 EIS completed last summer produced the most comprehensive analysis of a

transportation system in the state’s history. However, before construction work can begin, project level analysis is required
to confirm all potential environmental impacts were fully assessed within the project limits—1-405 from SR522 to

SR520.

Please provide any comments you may have in the areas provided below and leave this form with a staff person or at
the welcome station where you signed in. You may also mail the form as long as we receive it by March 1, 2004.
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2. Please describe any concerns you may have about potential environmental impacts.
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3. What environmental mltlgatlons do you think should be considered for these potential impacts?
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4. Do you have any other comments about the proposed project?
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JAN 2 1 2004
James R. Loring

1815 153" Avenue South East URBAN CORRIDORS OFFICE
Bellevue, Washington 98007-6141

Telephone & Facsimile: (425) 746-2365 E-mail: design@eskimo.com

Ms. Christina Martinez
Environmental Lead

1-405 Project Team

6431 Corson Avenue S.

Seattle, Washington 98108-3445

RE: Scoping / 1-405 “Kirkland Nickel Improvements” Environmental Process

20 January 2004
Dear Ms. Martinez,

1 have several concerns in regard to potential adverse environmental impacts of the I-
405 Kirkland “Nickel Improvements,” and request a project EIS addressing issues
raised in the I-405 Corridor FEIS be prepared. Significant environmental impacts,
specifically adverse impacts to historic resources and archeological sites - either
currently known or yet unidentified within the scope of this Project - were not
addressed in the I-405 Corridor Program FEIS. A cursory examination of the I-405
Corridor Program Final Recommendation Report, Chapter 10 Environmental
Opportunities, makes no mention of the concerns raised with respect to historic and
archeological sites.

The preparation of the I-405 Corridor Program EIS was a national demonstration pilot
study for “reinventing NEPA” which encourages NEPA decision making in the earlier
stages of long-range planning for transportation projects. Yet the 4(f) concerns raised
in my comment, and comments submitted by other interested parties, received
responses indicating that many of these concerns and objections are best addressed at
the project level.

17-1

As “reinventing NEPA” is an objective of the I-405 Corridor Project, these comments
from interested parties should be addressed at the earliest possible stages of the NEPA
process. The lack of data in regard to historic and archaeological sites hinders
decision-making, and deferral of collecting and analyzing historic and archeological
data to the project level leads to a fragmentation and “lack of the big picture.”
Assembling cultural resource surveys from the project area and studies of
archeological sites should immediately be assembled and evaluated.

Any EIS for the “Kirkland Nickel Improvements” must address the issues raised by the
interested parties to the 1I-405 Corridor FEIS. On p. 47 of the Record of Decision, the
EPA in their comment raised the concern that the decision to deferrer addressing so
many environmental impacts to the project level - as opposed to the Corridor level - is
problematic. As lead agency WSDOT should note that deferral of environmental
mitigation decisions to the project level is of great concern; the lack of response from
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WSDOT in regard to inquiries pertaining to I-405 Corridor improvements is noted and
Is of concern.

My objections in part stem from the incomplete survey, mapping, or documentation of
cultural resources in the I-405 Corridor area of study. These specific concerns of
adverse impacts to historic and archeological resources are deferred to the project

level is acknowledged in the Record of Decision under Historical, Cultural, and
Archaeological Resources (p. 28). Section 106 requirements (p. 33-34) must now be

addressed in the North Renton and “Kirkland Nickel” Improvements. I respectfully
disagree that the deferral of this issue to the project level “fulfills the spirit and intent
of Section 106" to protect these cultural resources. The concern is that the protection
of historic and archaeological sites will not be addressed before “the first shovel of dirt
is turned,” that in the end these issues will not be addressed.

Undiscovered archeological sites can be deferred as specified under the Record of
Decision § 65 on p. 28. Lack of a comprehensive cultural resource survey of the area
may lead to the destruction or disturbance of a historic structure or archeological site.
These are social costs as acknowledged in the Fina/ Recommendation Report, and
should be included in adaptive management techniques that would “maximize benefits
at the lowest environmental and social costs.”

The Built Environmental Objectives outlined on p. 47 of the Fina/ Recommendation
Report speaks of minimizing noise, disruptions related to construction activities, and
seeks to locate transportation facilities to promote compact development. Incorporated
into the project implementation program - utilizing adaptive management techniques -
on the part of the agencies and contractors should be required to prevent the potential
destruction of historic and archeological resources. The Record of Decision Early Action
Impact Mitigation § 71 on p.29, states that "WSDOT will [use the process] to develop
an early action mitigation proposal to mitigate various unavoidable impacts of the
Selected Alternative in advance of project permitting and construction. (emphasis
added)

As part of the formal Scoping process, an EIS should be required before proceeding to
insure that the conditions specified under the Record of Decision are applied to the
Kirkland Nickel Improvements,” and that environmental concerns be communicated
from the Corridor level to this specific project.

Regards,

ﬁ]ames Loring

Kirkland Nickel Project
Draft Scoping Report 2-26

April 2004





